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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

3. Referring to claims 8-14 . Claims 8-14 do not provide a practical application that 
produces a useful result. For an invention to be "useful" it must satisfy the utility requirement of 
section 101. The USPTO f s official interpretation of the utility requirement provides that the 
utility of an invention has to be (i) specific, (ii) substantial and (iii) credible. MPEP § 2107. 

4. Claim 8 discloses a method for fulfilling a reservation request. However, the last step of 
claim 8 merely provides allowing a reservation. Thus, the preamble purports the utility of 
fulfilling a reservation, but the body of the claim is not commensurate with the scope of the 
preamble, and does not provide the "active steps" necessary to achieve the purported utility. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6, 16, and 18-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Walker et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,085,169. 
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7. As per claim 1 , Walker teaches a system for efficient distribution of inventory allotments 
among a plurality of tiers, comprising: an allotment database for storing maximum inventory 
allotments corresponding to inventory categories for each tier (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, 
lines 17-34); and an allotment engine configured for monitoring the maximum inventory 
allotments for each tier and a total inventory available for each inventory category (Walker: 
column 18, lines 20-23, "the airline's ARS will preferably decrement the available inventory 
recorded in the seat allocation datable"). 

8. As per claim 2, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker further 
teaches the inventory is hotel rooms and the inventory categories are hotel room categories 
(Walker: column 6, lines 6-11, "hotel accommodations"). 

9. As per claim 3, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker further 
teaches an availability database for storing the total inventory available (Walker: Figure 14 and 
column 18, lines 28-34). 

10. As per claim 6, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker further 
teaches a plurality of rates wherein each of the plurality of rates corresponds to a different 
inventory category and tier (Walker: Figure 13 and column 13, lines 1-3). 

11. As per claim 1 6, Walker teaches a method for establishing a maximum allotment 
distribution system, comprising: establishing a plurality of tiers (Walker: Figure 14 and column 
18, lines 17-34, "each inventory class"), assigning each user to one of the plurality of tiers 
(Walker: lines 17-34, ". . .as inventory is sold by an airliner, the airline's ARS will preferably 
decrement the available inventory recorded in the seat allocation database." The Examiner 
interprets selling inventory to be assigning each user to one of the plurality of tiers.), and 
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assigning a maximum inventory allotment for each inventory category to each of the plurality of 
tiers (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, lines 28-34). 

12. As per claim 18, Walker teaches the method of claim 16 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the inventory is hotel rooms and the inventory categories are hotel room 
categories (Walker: column 6, lines 6-11, "hotel accommodations"). 

13. As per claim 19, Walker teaches the method of claim 16 as described above. Walker 
further teaches establishing 

to a different inventory category and tier (Walker: Figure 13 and column 13, lines 1-3). 

14. As per claim 20, Walker teaches a computer readable medium having embodied thereon a 
program, the program being executable by a machine to perform a method for establishing a 
maximum inventory distribution system (Walker: column 9, lines 23-25, "The ROM 220 and/or 
data storage 230 are operable to store one or more instructions"), comprising: establishing a 
plurality of tiers (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, lines 17-34, "each inventory class"), 
assigning each user to one of the plurality of tiers (Walker: lines 17-34, . .as inventory is sold 
by an airliner, the airline's ARS will preferably decrement the available inventory recorded in 
the seat allocation database." The Examiner interprets selling inventory to be assigning each user 
to one of the plurality of tiers.), and assigning a maximum inventory allotment for each inventory 
category to each of the plurality of tiers (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, lines 28-34). 

15. As per claim 2 1 , Walker teaches a centralized system for distribution of maximum 
allotments to users, comprising: a user engine configured for organizing the users into a plurality 
of tiers (Walker: lines 17-34, the RMS/ARS organizes the users into a plurality of tiers); and a 
management engine for maintaining a maximum inventory allotment for each inventory category 
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for each of the plurality of tiers (Walker: column 1 8, lines 17-34, the RMS and ARS maintain the 
inventory allotment for each inventory category). 

16. As per claim 22, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the inventory is hotel rooms and the inventory category is a hotel room category 
(Walker: column 6, lines 6-11, "hotel accommodations"). 

17. As per claim 23, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the management engine further comprises an-allotment engine configured for 
determining if a request for inventory may be fulfilled (Walker: column 8, lines 28-31, the CRS 
makes reservations). 

18. As per claim 24, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches a tier of the plurality of tiers comprises at least one user (Walker: Figure 14). The 
Examiner notes, a tier (fare class) has at least one user when the said user has a reservation for a 
flight. 

19. As per claim 25, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches a tier of the plurality of tiers comprises a grouping of users having similar 
characteristics (Walker: Figure 14). The Examiner interprets the common desire to travel via 
plane to be the similar characteristic of the grouping of users. 

20. As per claim 26, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the user engine further comprises a travel agent engine and the plurality of tiers 
are travel agent tiers (Walker: column 3, lines 40-42). 
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21 . As per claim 27, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the user engine further comprises a corporate engine and the plurality of tiers are 
corporate tiers (Walker: column 3, lines 60-63, "airline reservation system"). 

22. As per claim 28, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the user engine further comprises an other segment engine and the plurality of 
tiers are other segment tiers (Walker: column 3, lines 60-63, "airline reservation system"). The 

— Examiner interprets-the airline reservation-system to be the other-segments 

23. As per claim 29, Walker teaches the system of claim 21 as described above. Walker 
further teaches the user engine further comprises a guest engine (Walker: column 3, lines 40-42). 
The Examiner interprets the customer to be the guest. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

24. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

25. Claims 4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,085,169 in view of Schiff et al., U.S. Publication No. 
2003/0004760. 
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26. As per claim 4, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker does 
not teach a registration engine for verifying registered users and directing the registered user to 
their assigned tier . 

27. Schiff teaches a registration engine for verifying registered users and directing the 
registered user to their assigned tier (Schiff: paragraph 0125). 

28. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system of Walker to have included a registration 
engine for verifying registered users and directing the registered user to their assigned tier as 
taught by Schiff for the advantage of securing a system and allowing access to only authorized 
users (Schiff: paragraph 0125). 

29. As per claim 11, Walker teaches the method of claim 8 as described above. Walker does 
not teach requiring the member to provide a member login and password in order to access the 
tier . 

30. Schiff teaches requiring the member to provide a member login and password in order to 
access the tier (Schiff: paragraph 0125). 

31. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method of Walker to have included requiring the 
member to provide a member login and password in order to access the tier as taught by Schiff 
for the advantage of securing a system and allowing access to only authorized users (Schiff: 
paragraph 0125). 

32. As per claim 12, Walker teaches the method of claim 8 as described above. Walker does 
not teach requiring the member to provide a promotion code in order to assess the tier . 
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33. Schiff teaches requiring the member to provide a promotion code in order to assess the 
tier (Schiff: paragraph 0125). The Examiner interprets a promotion code to be equivalent to a 
member login. The Examiner notes, the promotion code and member login both serve the same 
function of gaining access to the tier. 

34. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method of Walker to have included requiring the 

member-to provide a-promotion-code in order-to assess the-tier -as-taught-bv-Schiff-for the 

advantage of securing a system and allowing access to only authorized users (Schiff: paragraph 
0125). 

35. Claims 5 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,085,169 in view of Jung, U.S. Patent No. 4,775,936. 

36. As per claim 5, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker does 
not teach a total of the maximum inventory allotment for all tiers in a single inventory category 
is greater than the total inventory available for the single inventory category . 

37. Jung teaches a total of the maximum inventory allotment for all tiers in a single inventory 
category is greater than the total inventory available for the single inventory category (Jung: 
column 2, lines 20-25). 

38. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system of Walker to have included a total of the 
maximum inventory allotment for all tiers in a single inventory category is greater than the total 
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inventory available for the single inventory category as taught by Jung for the advantage of 
producing maximum revenue while minimizing the number of dissatisfied customers (Jung: 
column 2, lines 20-25). 

39. As per claim 17, Walker teaches the method of claim 16 as described above. Walker 
does not teach a total of the maximum inventory allotment for a particular inventory category is 
greater than a total inventory available for the particular inventory category . 

40; Jung-teaches a-total of the-maximum-inventoiy-alto 

category is greater than a total inventory available for the particular inventory category. (Jung: 
column 2, lines 20-25). 

41 . It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method of Walker to have included a total of the 
maximum inventory allotment for a particular inventory category is greater than a total inventory 
available for the particular inventory category as taught by Jung for the advantage of producing 
maximum revenue while minimizing the number of dissatisfied customers (Jung: column 2, lines 
20-25). 

42. Claims 7-10, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,085,169 in view of Litman et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,990,457. 

43. As per claim 7, Walker teaches the system of claim 1 as described above. Walker does 
not teach the allotment engine is further configured for allowing a reservation for a particular 
inventory category if a reservation request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory 
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allotment for the tier and the reservation request is less than or equal to the total inventory 
available . 

44. Litman teaches the allotment engine is further configured for allowing a reservation for a 
particular inventory category if a reservation request is less than or equal to the maximum 
inventory allotment for the tier and the reservation request is less than or equal to the total 
inventory available (Litman: column 2, lines 9-26). 

45 . It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skilUn the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system of Walker to have included the allotment 
engine is further configured for allowing a reservation for a particular inventory category if a 
reservation request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the 
reservation request is less than or equal to the total inventory available as taught by Litman for 
the advantage of providing a transaction engine that determines if one or more items meet the 
parameters of the request (Litman: column 2, lines 1-3). 

46. As per claim 8, Walker teaches a method for fulfilling a reservation request based on 
maximum inventory allotments among a plurality of tiers, comprising assigning a maximum 
inventory allotment for each inventory category to each tier (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, 
lines 17-34, "the respective inventory available in each inventory class"). Walker does not teach 
comparing the reservation request for a particular inventory category from a member of a tier 
with the maximum inventory allotment corresponding to the particular inventory category for the 
tier, comparing the reservation request with a total inventory available for the particular 
inventory category, and allowing a reservation for the particular inventory category if the 
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reservation request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the 
reservation request is less than or equal to the total inventory available . 

47. Litman teaches comparing the reservation request for a particular inventory category 
from a member of a tier with the maximum inventory allotment corresponding to the particular 
inventory category for the tier (Litman: column 2, lines 17-20), comparing the reservation 
request with a total inventory available for the particular inventory category (Litman: column 2, 
lines 1 7-20^ "The reservation engine accesses the hotel master database and the inventory 
database to obtain information associated with the request and determines one or more hotels that 
meet the parameters of the request."), and allowing a reservation for the particular inventory 
category if the reservation request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for 
the tier and the reservation request is less than or equal to the total inventory available (Litman: 
column 2, lines 23-26, "the reservation engine receives a reservation request for a hotel 
associated with a generic hotel listing and creates a reservation according to the reservation 
request"). 

48. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system of Walker to have included comparing the 
reservation request for a particular inventory category from a member of a tier with the 
maximum inventory allotment corresponding to the particular inventory category for the tier a 
comparing the reservation request with a total inventory available for the particular inventory 
category, and allowing a reservation for the particular inventory category if the reservation 
request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the reservation 
request is less than or equal to the total inventory available as taught by Litman for the advantage 
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of providing a transaction engine that determines if one or more itepis meet the parameters of the 
request (Litman: column 2, lines 1-3). 

49. As per claim 9, Walker teaches the method of claim 8 as described above. Walker further 
teaches the inventory is hotel rooms and the inventory categories are hotel room categories 
(Walker: column 6, lines 6-11, "hotel accommodations"). 

50. As per claim 10, Walker teaches the method of claim 8 as described above. Walker 
further teaches updating the total inventory available after allowing the reservation (Walker: 
column 18, lines 20-23, "the airline's ARS will preferably decrement the available inventory 
recorded in the seat allocation database"). 

51. As per claim 14, Walker in view of Litman teaches the method of claim 8 as described 
above. Walker further teaches charging the member a rate corresponding to the member's tier for 
the particular inventory category (Walker: Figure 14 and column 13, lines 1-3). The Examiner 
interprets the rates associated with the plurality of fare classes as taught by Walker to imply 
charging a rate corresponding to the member's tier for the particular inventory category. 

52. As per claim 15, Walker teaches a computer readable medium having embodied thereon a 
program, the program being executable by a machine to perform a method for fulfilling a 
reservation request based on maximum inventory allotments among a plurality of tiers (Walker: 
column 9, lines 23-25, "The ROM 220 and/or data storage 230 are operable to store one or more 
instructions") comprising assigning a maximum inventory allotment for each inventory category 
to each tier (Walker: Figure 14 and column 18, lines 17-34, "the respective inventory available in 
each inventory class"). Walker does not teach comparing the reservation request for a particular 
inventory category from a member of a tier with the maximum inventory allotment 
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corresponding to the particular inventory category for the tier, comparing the reservation request 
with a total inventory available for the particular inventory category, and allowing a reservation 
for the particular inventory category if the reservation request is less than or equal to the 
maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the reservation request is less than or equal to the 
total inventory available . 

53. Litman teaches comparing the reservation request for a particular inventory category 
from a member of a tier with the maximum inventory allotment corresponding to the particular 
inventory category for the tier (Litman: column 2, lines 17-20), comparing the reservation 
request with a total inventory available for the particular inventory category (Litman: column 2, 
lines 17-20), and allowing a reservation for the particular inventory category if the reservation 
request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the reservation 
request is less than or. equal to the total inventory available (Litman: column 2, lines 23-26, "the 
reservation engine receives a reservation request for a hotel associated with a generic hotel 
listing and creates a reservation according to the reservation request"). 

54. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the system of Walker to have included comparing the 
reservation request for a particular inventory category from a member of a tier with the 
maximum inventory allotment corresponding to the particular inventory category for the tier, 
comparing the reservation request with a total inventory available for the particular inventory 
category, and allowing a reservation for the particular inventory category if the reservation 
request is less than or equal to the maximum inventory allotment for the tier and the reservation 
request is less than or equal to the total inventory available as taught by Litman for the advantage 
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of providing a transaction engine that determines if one or more items meet the parameters of the 
request (Litman: column 2, lines 1-3). 

55. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker et al., 
U.S. Patent No. 6,085,169 in view of Litman et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,990,457, and further in 
view of Jung, U.S. Patent No. 4,775,936. 

56. — As per claim- l-37-Walker in view of Litmanteachesthe method ofclaim-8 as-described 
above. Walker in view of Litman does not teach a total of the maximum inventory allotment for 
all tiers in a single inventory category is greater than the total inventory available for the single 
inventory category . 

57. Jung teaches a total of the maximum inventory allotment for all tiers in a single inventory 
category is greater than the total inventory available for the single inventory category (Jung: 
column 2, lines 20-25). 

58. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the method of Walker to have included a total of the 
maximum inventory allotment for all tiers in a single inventory category is greater than the total 
inventory available for the single inventory category as taught by Jung for the advantage of 
producing maximum revenue while minimizing the number of dissatisfied customers (Jung: 
column 2, lines 20-25). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Liou whose telephone number is 571-270-1359. The 
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examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 7:30-5:00 and Friday 7:30-4:00 (first 
Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Nolan can be reached on 571-272-0847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Applieation-Information-Retrieval (PAIR) system, Status-information-for published-applieations 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




